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(viii) From subsection (e)(8) because
the application of this provision could
prematurely reveal an ongoing crimi-
nal investigation to the subject of the
investigation, and could reveal inves-
tigation techniques, procedures, and/or
evidence.

(ix) From subsection (g) to the extent
that this system is exempt from the ac-
cess and amendment provisions of sub-
section (d) pursuant to subsections
(3)(2), (k)(1), and (k)(2) of the Privacy
Act.

§802.29 Exemption of the Pretrial
Services Agency System.

The Privacy Act permits specific sys-
tems of records to be exempt from
some of its requirements.

(a)(1) The following systems of
records are exempt from 5 TU.S.C.
552a(c)(3) and (4), (d), (e)(1)—(3), (D(G)-
(D, (5) and (8), (f) and (g):

(i) Automated Bail Agency Database
(ABADABA) (CSOSA/PSA-1).

(ii) Drug Test Management System
(DTMS) (CSOSA/PSA-2).

(iii) Interview and Treatment Files
(CSOSA/PSA-3).

(iv) Pretrial Realtime Information
Systems Manager (PRISM) (CSOSA/
PSA-6).

(2) Exemptions from the particular
subsections are justified for the fol-
lowing reasons:

(1) From subsection (c)(3) because de-
fendants/offenders will not be per-
mitted to gain access or to contest con-
tents of these record systems under the
provisions of subsection (d) of 5 U.S.C.
bb2a. Revealing disclosure accountings
can compromise legitimate law en-
forcement activities and CSOSA/PSA
responsibilities.

(ii) From subsection (c)(4) because
exemption from provisions of sub-
section (d) will make notification of
formal disputes inapplicable.

(iii) From subsection (d), (e)(4)(G)
through (e)(4)(1), (f) and (g) because ex-
emption from this subsection is essen-
tial to protect internal processes by
which CSOSA/PSA personnel are able
to formulate decisions and policies
with regard to defendants/offenders, to
prevent disclosure of information to
defendants/offenders that would jeop-
ardize legitimate correctional interests
of rehabilitation, and to permit receipt
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of relevant information from other fed-
eral agencies, state and local law en-
forcement agencies, and federal and
state probation and judicial offices.

(iv) From subsection (e)(1) because
primary collection of information di-
rectly from defendants/offenders about
criminal history or criminal records is
highly impractical and inappropriate.

(A) It is not possible in all instances
to determine relevancy or necessity of
specific information in the early stages
of a criminal or other investigation.

(B) Relevancy and necessity are ques-
tions of judgment and timing; what ap-
pears relevant and necessary when col-
lected ultimately may be deemed un-
necessary. It is only after the informa-
tion is assessed that its relevancy and
necessity in a specific investigative ac-
tivity can be established.

(C) In interviewing individuals or ob-
taining other forms of evidence or in-
formation during an investigation, in-
formation could be obtained, the na-
ture of which would leave in doubt its
relevancy and necessity. Such informa-
tion, however, could be relevant to an-
other investigation or to an investiga-
tive activity under the jurisdiction of
another agency.

(v) From subsection (e)(2) because
the nature of criminal and other inves-
tigative activities is such that vital in-
formation about an individual can only
be obtained from other persons who are
familiar with such individual and his/
her activities. In such investigations it
is not feasible to rely upon information
furnished by the individual concerning
his/her own activities.

(vi) From subsection (e)(3) because
disclosure would provide the subject
with substantial information which
could impede or compromise the inves-
tigation. The individual could seriously
interfere with investigative activities
and could take appropriate steps to
evade the investigation or flee a spe-
cific area.

(vii) From subsection (e)(8) because
the notice requirements of this provi-
sion could seriously interfere with a
law enforcement activity by alerting
the subject of a criminal or other in-
vestigation of existing investigative in-
terest.

(viii) Those sections would otherwise
require CSOSA to notify an individual
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of investigatory materials contained in
a record pertaining to him/her, permit
access to such record, permit requests
for its correction (section 552a(d),
(e)4)(G), and (H)); make available to
him/her any required accounting of dis-
closures made of the record (section
562a(c)(3)), publish the sources of
records in the system (section
552a(4)(1)); and screen records to insure
that there is maintained only such in-
formation about an individual as is rel-
evant to accomplish a required purpose
of the Agency (section 552(e)(1)). In ad-
dition, screening for relevancy to
Agency purposes, a correction or at-
tempted correction of such materials
could require excessive amounts of
time and effort on the part of all con-
cerned.
(b) [Reserved]

PART 803—AGENCY SEAL

Sec.
803.1
803.2
803.3

AUTHORITY: 5 U.S.C. 301; Pub. L. 105-33, 111
Stat. 2561, 712 (D.C. Code 24-1232, 24-1233).

SOURCE: 69 FR 21059, Apr. 20, 2004, unless
otherwise noted.

Description.
Authority to affix seal.
Use of the seal.

§803.1 Description.

(a) The Agency seal of the Court
Services and Offender Supervision
Agency for the District of Columbia
(CSOSA or Agency) is described as fol-
lows: General George Washington’s
coat of arms in red and white bounded
by an outline of the District of Colum-
bia and superimposed upon a blue field
together with the dome of the United
States Capitol building in gold; encir-
cled by a banner with the words “Com-
munity, Accountability, and Justice”
and gold laurel branches, with gold
edges bearing the inscription ‘“‘COURT
SERVICES AND OFFENDER SUPER-
VISION AGENCY” above three stars at
either side of the words ‘“‘DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA” in smaller letters in the
base; letters and stars in gold. A repro-
duction of the Agency seal in black and
white appears as follows.

§803.3

(b) The Agency seal of the District of
Columbia Pretrial Services Agency
(PSA or Agency) is described as fol-
lows: General George Washington’s
coat of arms in red and white bounded
by an outline of the District of Colum-
bia and superimposed upon a blue field
together with the dome of the United
States Capitol building in gold; encir-
cled by a banner with the words ““Com-
munity, Accountability, and Justice”
and gold laurel branches, with gold
edges bearing the inscription “DIS-
TRICT OF COLUMBIA PRETRIAL
SERVICES AGENCY”’; letters in gold.
A reproduction of the Agency seal in
black and white appears as follows.

§803.2 Authority to affix seal.

The Director of CSOSA or PSA (as
appropriate) and the Director’s des-
ignees are authorized to affix the Agen-
cy seal (including replicas and repro-
ductions) to appropriate documents,
certifications, and other materials of
all purposes authorized by this part.

§803.3 Use of the seal.

(a) The Agency seal is used by Agen-
cy staff for official agency business as
approved by the appropriate Director
or designee.

(b) Use of the Agency seal by any per-
son or organization outside of the
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